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of arsenic in soil surrounding CCA-treated wood
playground equipment.

(4) The State of Florida recently announced
that its own wood-treatment plant would cease
using arsenic as a preservative.

(5) PlayNation Play Systems, which manufac-
tures playground equipment, announced in June
2001 that it would no longer use CCA as a pre-
servative in its playground products.

(6) In May 2001, the Environmental Protection
Agency announced that it would expedite its
ongoing review of the health risks facing chil-
dren playing mear CCA-treated wood play-
ground equipment, and produce its findings in
June 2001. The EPA later postponed the release
of its risk assessment until the end of the sum-
mer of 2001, and announced that its risk assess-
ment would be reviewed by a Scientific Advisory
Panel in October 2001.

(7) The EPA also plans to expedite its risk as-
sessment regarding the re-registering of arsenic
as a pesticide by accelerating its release from
2003 to 2002.

(8) The Consumer Product Safety Commission,
which has the authority to ban hazardous and
dangerous products, announced in June 2001
that it would consider a petition seeking the
banning of CCA-treated wood from all play-
ground equipment.

(9) Many viable alternatives to CCA-treated
wood exist, including cedar, plastic products,
aluminum, and treated wood without CCA.
These products, alone or in combination, can
fully replace CCA-treated wood in playground
equipment.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense of
the Senate that the potential health and safety
risks to children playing on and around CCA-
treated wood playground equipment is a matter
of the highest priority, which demands imme-
diate attention from the Congress, the Executive
Branch, State and local governments, affected
industries, and parents.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency, in con-
sultation with the Consumer Product Safety
Commission, shall submit a report to Congress
which shall include—

(1) the Environmental Protection Agency’s
most up-to-date understanding of the potential
health and safety risks to children playing on
and around CCA-treated wood playground
equipment;

(2) the Environmental Protection Agency’s
current recommendations to State and local gov-
ernments about the continued use of CCA-treat-
ed wood playground equipment; and

(3) an assessment of whether consumers con-
sidering purchases of CCA-treated wood play-
ground equipment are adequately informed con-
cerning the health effects associated with ar-
senic.

SEC. 430. EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM TO STIMU-
LATE COMPETITIVE RESEARCH. From amounts
available to the National Science Foundation
under this Act, a total of $115,000,000 may be
available to carry out the Experimental Program
to Stimulate Competitive Research (EPSCoOR),
which includes 325,000,000 in co-funding.

SEC. 431. SENSE OF THE SENATE CONCERNING
THE STATE WATER POLLUTION CONTROL RE-
VOLVING FUND. (a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds
that—

(1) funds from the drinking water State re-
volving fund established under section 1452 of
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j-12)
are allocated on the basis of an infrastructure
needs survey conducted by the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency, in ac-
cordance with the Safe Drinking Water Act
Amendments of 1996 (Public Law 104-182);

(2) the needs-based allocation of that fund
was enacted by Congress and is seen as a fair
and reasonable basis for allocation of funds
under a revolving fund of this type;

(3) the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency also conducts a wastewater
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infrastructure needs survey that should serve as
the basis for allocation of the State water pollu-
tion control revolving fund established under
title VI of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (33 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.);

(4) the current allocation formula for the
State water pollution control revolving fund is
so inequitable that it results in some States re-
ceiving funding in an amount up to 7 times as
much as States with approximately similar pop-
ulations, in terms of percentage of meed met;
and

(5) the Senate has proven unwilling to address
that inequity in an appropriations bill, citing
the mecessity of addressing new allocation for-
mulas only in authorization bills.

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense of
the Senate that the Committee on Environment
and Public Works of the Senate should be pre-
pared to enact authorizing legislation (including
an equitable, needs-based formula) for the State
water pollution control revolving fund as soon
as practicable after the Senate returns from re-
cess in September.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Departments of
Veterans Affairs and Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and Independent Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2002,

————

NOMINATIONS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, in the pres-
ence of the distinguished Republican
leader, I want to announce that since
July 9 the Senate will have been able
to confirm 168 civilian nominations.
Today alone, we have been able to do
58. This week we did 88. This does not
take into consideration the scores and
scores of military nominations that
have been confirmed by the Senate.

I think this speaks well of some of
the progress we are making. We appre-
ciate the cooperation of the Republican
leader in allowing us to move through
some of this legislation. It has been
very difficult the last few days, but
with his help we have been able to ac-
complish a great deal. I am glad it is
Friday afternoon at 3:40 and we are
getting ready to close the Senate rath-
er than trying to figure out who we can
get to preside all night.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, let me say
again that I appreciate the number of
nominees that have been confirmed. I
think that will help our overall rela-
tionship. A lot of these civilian nomi-
nees to head agencies and Assistant
Secretary positions clearly need to be
moved through. So I am glad to see it
is happening. I hope we can continue
this pattern when we return in Sep-
tember. And I hope we will begin then
to make steady progress on the con-
firmation of judicial nominees both for
the circuit courts as well as the dis-
trict courts, and also, as soon as they
are received, begin to move U.S. attor-
neys and U.S. marshals in districts
throughout the country.

——
MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—H.R. 4

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I under-
stand H.R. 4 is at the desk and I ask for
its first reading.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill for the first
time.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (H.R. 4) to enhance energy conserva-
tion, research and development and to pro-
vide for security and diversity in the energy
supply for the American people, and for
other purposes.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I now ask
for its second reading and object to my
own request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The bill will remain at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

—————

CONGRATULATING UKRAINE ON
THE 10TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
RESTORATION OF ITS INDEPEND-
ENCE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to the immediate consideration of Cal-
endar No. 114, S. Con. Res. 62.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 62)
congratulating Ukraine on the 10th anniver-
sary of the restoration of its independence
and supporting its full integration into the
Euro-Atlantic community of democracies.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution.

AMENDMENT NO. 1479

Mr. REID. Mr. President, Senator
HELMS has an amendment at the desk.
I ask unanimous consent for its consid-
eration and that the amendment be
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment (No. 1479) was agreed
to, as follows:

(Purpose: To make a clerical correction)

In paragraph (6) of section 1 of the concur-
rent resolution, strike ‘‘Oleksandorv’’ and
insert ‘‘Oleksandrov”.

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the concurrent resolution, as
amended, be agreed to, the preamble be
agreed to, the motion to reconsider be
laid upon the table, and that any state-
ments relating thereto be printed in
the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 62), as amended, was agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The concurrent resolution, with its
preamble, reads as follows:

S. CON. RES. 62

Whereas August 24, 2001, marks the tenth
anniversary of the restoration of independ-
ence in Ukraine;

Whereas the United States, having recog-
nized Ukraine as an independent state on De-
cember 25, 1991, and having established diplo-
matic relations with Ukraine on January 2,
1992, recognizes that fulfillment of the vision
of a Europe whole, free, and secure requires
a strong, stable, democratic Ukraine fully
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